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Art Unit: 2182 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Note that Applicants arguments are 
premised by viewing Fig. 2 of the prior art reference to Dale as the integrated circuit 
device. Examiners position in the rejection below views the PMC (Fig. 2, element 200) 
as the integrated circuit device. Given that there is no definition of what constitutes an 
integrated device in the claims, i.e., whether it is a structural subset of a larger circuit, a 
monolithic circuit by itself, etc., the metes and bounds of the claims continue to be read 
by the prior art references. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1.3-5,7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US Pat. No. 6,574.688 to Dale et al. (Dale). 

4. Per claim 1 , Dale discloses an integrated circuit device (Figs. 2 and 3, element 
200, the port manager controller) comprising: a first port for inputting write data directly 
from the outside of the device and outputting read data directly from the outside of the 
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device (Fig. 2, element 200, any of the ports D-G are all bi-directional; Fig, 3, element 
307 expressly shows this; it is clear data is transmitted/received directly from the 
outside of the PMC as shown in Fig. 2; external to the PMC are the functional modules 
and host component which interface the ports of the PMC directly)] and a second port 
for only inputting write data directly from the outside of the device (Fig. 2, element 200, 
port C; Fig. 3, element 307; Column 5, lines 25-27, port C used for data input only, e.g, 
write to host), wherein at least one of the first port and the second port is selected by an 
external command when the write data is input (Fig. 3; Column 5, lines 10-15, each port 
has a read^write control line, in the case of port C, just a write line; the control line 
commands the port of port management controller and control signal can be generated 
external to the PMC). 

5. Per claim 5, Dale discloses an integrated circuit system (Figs. 2 and 3, elements 
200 and 101-109 make up a system) comprising: an integrated circuit device (Fig. 2 and 
3, elements 200) that includes a first port for inputting write data directly from the 
outside of the system and outputting read data directly from the outside of the system 
(Fig. 3, ports D-G are all bi-directional; ports communicate directly extemal devices 
outside the system) and a second port for only inputting write data directly from the 
outside of the system (Fig. 3, element 307; Column 5, lines 25-27, port C used for data 
input only, e.g, write to host)\ and a controller (Fig. 2, elements 101-109) for generating 
a command to select either the first port or the second port (Fig. 2, elements 101-109, 
function modules generate the control command to the PMC over the control lines 
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shown in Fig. 3 for each port; Column 5, lines 10-15; control line selects whether to use 
a port or not, e.g., write command tells the port data will be written). 

6. Per claims 3,4,7 and 8, Dale discloses claims 1 and 5, further disclosing both first 
and second ports are selected by an external command when the write data is input, a 
control pin receiving the control signal (Fig. 3, elements 301,303,305 and 309 all can 
access the ports given a command). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art, 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

9. Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dale. 

Dale discloses claims 1 and 5. 

Dale does not disclose expressly the second port for the input write data having 
half the number of pins of the first port. 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to recognize that when Dale is inputting data into the second port over the 
input pins of the port, then only the write pins/lines will be used. 

It is well known in those of ordinary skill in the art that for full-duplex lines (e.g,, 
both input and output capability), one must double the number of lines in that of a half- 
duplex communications (e,g., only input or only output capability and not both). Equal 
number of lines must be given to sending as with receiving data. Given that Dale has 
the same number of read data lines as write data lines, it is clear that the active lines 
being used in the second port where the second port is used only for writing data is 
exactly half of the total active lines/pins being used in the first port which is for both 
reading and writing. 

10. Claims 9-15 and 16-20 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dale. 

11. Per claims 9 and 16, Dale discloses the first and second ports and selection by 
command line as previous stated for claims 1 and 5. Dale further discloses having 
buffers in each function unit (Fig, 1, elements 101-109; Column 2, lines 25-35 disclose 
the need for buffers for teach function module that associates with each port if there is a 
delay from the local bus in handling the incoming or outgoing data; Column 31 lines 3- 
14 disclose use of buffers in Dale system). Fig. 3 shows each function module is 
associated with a port and thus, each port has a buffer. 

Dale does not disclose expressly each buffer being in the port management 
controller (element 200) where each port exists, rather than being in the function 
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modules. Dale also does not disclose having a register for temporarily storing and 
output data from the buffers. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to place the buffers for each port in the port management controller as a 
matter of design choice instead of placing them in the function modules. 

So long as the buffers exist at some stage before the main bus to the host, this 
can temporarily store the data until the host is able to access the buffers. Various 
design reasons can explain this choice, i.e., the cost to manufacture of the PMC with 
buffers for each port is less than placing in each individual function module, integration 
of the buffers with the PMC, access to the PMC to/from the bus is faster than access 
from each function module, etc. With regard to the registers, register use is well known 
to one of ordinary skill in the art as temporarily holding for a single data element and 
accessed when needed. The buffer stores several of these data elements, wherein the 
next data element to be presented from the buffer is usually stored in the register for 
faster access than if retrieved from the buffer itself. 

12. Per claims 10-15 and 17-20 are substantially similar to claims 2-4 and 6-8 and 
therefore the rejections are applied accordingly. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claim 21 is allowed for the reasons stated in the previous Office Action. 

Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alan S. Chen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4143. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim N. Huynh can be reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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